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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless -(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for 
patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by 
the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application 
filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of 
an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1 and 3 - 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
U.S. patent 6,128,300 to Horton. 

With regard to claim 1, Horton teaches client modem (col 3 line 38), linecard 
modem (col 3 lines 48 - 49), wherein said linecard modem interfaces with a digital 
network (see col 3 lines 68+, including col 4 line 5: "or other digital data network"). 

With regard to claim 3, modulate/demodulate, see col 3 lines 65+. 

With regard to claim 4, see col 3 lines 65 - 66 (linecard modem component of 
linecard). 

With regard to claim 5, 64 kbps, see col 3 line 29. 
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3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 6-7 and 15-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. patent 6,128,300 to Horton. 

With regard to claim 6, Horton teaches the invention as described above, but 
does not explicitly teach a data rate maximum of 128 kbps. The examiner notes that 
modems which operate at this data rate are well known in the art, and it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to operate the linecard modem at this 
speed in light of this commonly known fact in order to provide data transfer at a high 
speed. 

With regard to claim 7, connecting at a lower than maximum speed would be 
obvious in order to facilitate said connection. 

With regard to claims 15-16, see the rejection of claim 1 above, and additionally 
note that an off-hook indicator is mentioned in col 5 lines 5+. Note that although the 
processes of detecting said local loop to be in an off-hook state, transmitting a dial tone, 
and transmitting a linecard indication, in combination is not explicitly taught in Horton, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to carry out these steps in 
light of the teachings of col 5 lines 1-10. 

With regard to claims 17-23, see the rejections above. 
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With regard to claim 24, see the mention of DTMF in col 5 lines 5+ and note that 
tones above 4 khz are commonly used for signaling. 

5. Claims 2 and 8 - 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
U.S. patent 6,128,300 to Horton in view of the Applicants Admitted Prior Art (AAPA). 

With regard to claim 2, Horton teaches the invention as described above, but 
does not teach having the linecard be capable of generating digitized analog samples of 
linear/uniform spacing. AAPA teaches generating A/U digitized analog signals (see 
page 2 lines 24+), wherein having them be of linear/uniform would be an obvious form. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have generated digitized analog samples of linear/uniform spacing in 
Horton, in light of the teachings of AAPA, in order that the signals be of reproducible 
quality. 

With regard to claim 8, see the rejection of claim 2 above. 

With regard to claims 9-13, again see the rejections above. 

With regard to claim 14, page 2 lines 13+ of AAPA discusses modems of these 

types. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Steven Blount whose telephone number is 571 - 272 - 
3071 . The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:00 - 5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mr. Chau Nguyen, can be reached on 571 - 272 - 3126. The fax phone 
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number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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